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FINAL ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . It is hereby acknowledged that the following papers have been received and 
placed on record in the file: Response filed 5-1-2006. 

Claims 1-94 have been examined. 
Status of Claims: 

2. Claims 2, 5-7, 9-1 1 , 36-40, 43. 46-48, 50-54, 59, 80, 81 , 84-89, and 92-94 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bibayan, Patent* 
5,572,648 and Samar, patent* 6,563,514, hereinafter Samar. 

3. Claims 3, 4, 12, 13, 41, 42, 45, 49, 56, 57, 82, 83, 90, and 91 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bibayan. Samar, and Meyer et al., Patent 
# 5,742,504, hereinafter Meyer. 

4. Claim 58 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bibayan, 
Samar, and Powers, III et al.. Patent # 5,602,996, hereinafter Powers. 

5. Claims 69-79 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baeret al.. Patent* 6.611.840, hereinafter Baer, Meyer, Bibayan, and Samar. 

6. Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bibayan, 
Samar, and Baer. 

7. Claim 55 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bibayan, 
Samar, and Gayraud et al.. Patent # 5,436,637, hereinafter Gayraud. 

8. Claims 1. 8. 14-35, and 60-68 have been cancelled by the applicant. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

1 1 . Claims 2, 5-7. 9-1 1 , 36-40, 43, 46-48, 50-54, 59, 80, 81 , 84-89, and 92-94 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bibayan, Patent # 
5,572,648 and Samar, patent # 6,563,514, hereinafter Samar. 

12. With regard to claim 6, which teaches automatically displaying at least one 
command on a display for the user based on the user's context, Bibayan teaches, in 
column 4, lines 45-65, the dynamic tool palette display altering its size, shape, and 
contents in accordance with the context of the currently operating applet. Bibayan 
further teaches a tree based visibility expression in figure 5, and in column 5, lines 19- 
56, where the addition and deletion of elements to the display is effected by user 
interaction with the system, and the corresponding route being followed in the tree to 
determine if a particular element should be added to the display or removed from the 
display. With regard to claim 6, further teaching determining a users context comprises 
ascertaining a position of a user's cursor with in a document provided by the application 
program, Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a 
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command, but doesn't specifically teach the position of the cursor alone determining the 
user context. Samar teaches a system in which users selection of a particular display 
cause context evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user (see 
column 4, lines 39-45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), but further 
teaches, in column 4, lines 39-45, the point of interest being determined by a pointer or 
cursor positioned by a user over the item of interest. Samar further teaches a further 
evaluation of a tree structure for each particular item a user hovers over on the display, 
displaying the particular item should the user hover over it for a specified period of time 
(see figure 4, and column 5, lines 15-56). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan and Samar before him at the time the 
invention was made to modify context sensitive display system of Bibayan to adapt 
based on a cursor position as did Samar. One would have been motivated to make 
such a combination because changing of the display based on the users cursor 
changes the item of focus without having to make a selection. 

13. With regard to claim 2, which teaches automatically removing commands from 
the display responsive to a change in user context, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, line 
45, that if tools are deemed not relevant then the display is modified to not include them. 

14. With regard to claim 5, which teaches executing a command without requiring 
any action from a user other than selecting the command, Bibayan teaches, in column 
4, line 53, an active toolbar where commands can be selected (executed) at any time. 
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15. With regard to claim 7, which teaches determining comprising ascertaining a 
user*s selection within a document provided by the application program, Bibayan 
teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a command. 

16. With regard to claim 9, which teaches the context pertaining to various tasks that 
the user may attempt to accomplish, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, line 2, the context 
modified with tool functions, which apply to the currently running folder. 

17. With regard to claim 10, which teaches that the context pertains to one or more 
of: a type of document, and a state of a document, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, line 
2, the context modified with tool functions which apply to the currently running folder. 

1 8. With regard to claim 1 1 , which teaches displaying being independent of a user 
selecting any displayed menu item, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, line 2, that 
modification is based on context changes. 

19. With regard to claim 36, which teaches a method of exposing commands in a 
software application comprising; determining a user's context, Bibayan teaches, in 
column 1, lines 17-22, a display of a toolbar containing dynamic data that changes in 
accordance with the context of the environment or the currently operating application 
program. With regard to claim 36, which teaches determining comprising evaluating a 
portion of one or more expressions, expressions being associated with a context block, 
and defining a condition that describes one or more aspect of a user's interaction, 
Bibayan teaches, in column 2, lines 41-51, defining a context environment which 
creates data for a designated container. The method contains steps of executing to 
determine environment (similar to evaluating expressions), and modify with respect to 
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the context (the evaluation of the expressions). With regard to claim 36. further teaching 
automatically displaying at least one context block based on user context, Bibayan 
teaches, in column 5, line 2, modifying the toolbar when the context is modified. The 
context contains tool functions, which apply to the currently running folder. Bibayan 
further teaches a tree based visibility expression in figure 5, and in column 5, lines 19- 
56, where the addition and deletion of elements to the display is effected by user 
interaction with the system, and the corresponding route being followed in the tree to 
determine if a particular element should be added to the display or removed from the 
display. Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a 
command where a tree is evaluated to determine what items should be added or 
deleted, but doesn't specifically (or at least as clear as Samar) teach evaluation for each 
individual expression. Samar teaches a system in which users selection of a particular 
display cause context evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user 
(see column 4, lines 39-45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), but further 
teaches a further evaluation of a tree structure for each particular item a user hovers 
over on the display, displaying the particular item should the user hover over it for a 
specified period of time (see figure 4, and column 5, lines 15-56). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan and Samar 
before him at the time the invention was made to modify the adaptive displayed 
elements of Bibayan, to be displayed selectively (on and individual basis), as did 
Samar. One would have been motivated to make such a combination because this 
provides a more adapted display. 
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20. With regard to claim 37, which teaches the expression evaluating to a Boolean 
value, Bibayan teaches, in column 4, line 66 through column 5, line 5, determining if the 
context modifies the toolbar or if it doesn't (much like a Boolean to modify? True or 
False). 

21 . With regard to claim 38, which teaches, that the context pertains to one or more 
of: a type of document, a state of a document, and a particular users selection, Bibayan 
teaches, in column 5, line 2, the context modified with tool functions which apply to the 
currently running folder. 

22. With regard to claim 39, which teaches displaying comprising displaying a 
context block having a title bar area that labels the context block, Bibayan teaches, in 
figure 4, a context block that has a given title associated with it. 

23. With regard to claim 40, which teaches the tile bar area configured to enable the 
context block to be toggled between expanded and collapsible states, Bibayan teaches, 
in figure 4 both the static and dynamic tool palettes being standard windows which have 
the functionality to be maximized, minimized, and closed. 

24. With regard to claim 43, which teaches displaying a context block with a controls 
area that exposes the multiple commands to the user, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, 
line 2, determining whether to modify a tool display and displaying tool functions based 
on the context. 

25. With regard to claim 46, which teaches a method of exposing commands in a 
software application program, comprising determining a users context, and displaying a 
dynamic toolbar based on the context, Bibayan teaches, in column 1, lines 17-22, a 
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display of a toolbar containing dynamic data that changes in accordance with the 
context of the environment or the currently operating application program. With regard 
to claim 46, further teaching determining the user context being independent of the 
selection of a menu item, Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 45-65, the display being 
dependent on the context of an applet, not dependent on the user selecting any 
displayed menu item. With regard to claim 46, further teaching that while the 
commands are displayed, allowing the user to select and apply various commands 
multiple times, Bibayan teaches, in column 4, line 53, the dynamic tool palette being 
always active, where the operator can select any one of the commands. Bibayan 
further teaches a tree based visibility expression in figure 5, and in column 5, lines 19- 
56, where the addition and deletion of elements to the display is effected by user 
interaction with the system, and the corresponding route being followed in the tree to 
determine if a particular element should be added to the display or removed from the 
display. Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a 
command where a tree is evaluated to determine what items should be added or 
deleted, but doesn't specifically (or at least as clear as Samar) teach evaluation for each 
individual expression. Samar teaches a system in which users selection of a particular 
display cause context evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user 
(see column 4, lines 39-45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), but further 
teaches a further evaluation of a tree structure for each particular item a user hovers 
over on the display, displaying the particular item should the user hover over it for a 
specified period of time (see figure 4, and column 5, lines 15-56). It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan and Samar 
before him at the time the invention was made to modify the adaptive displayed 
elements of Bibayan, to be displayed selectively (on and individual basis), as did 
Samar. One would have been motivated to make such a combination because this 
provides a more adapted display. 

26. With regard to claim 47, which teaches applying one or more of select 
commands, when selected by the user without further interaction, Bibayan teaches, in 
column 4. line 53, the dynamic tool palette being always active, where the operator can 
select any one of the commands. 

27. With regard to claim 48, which teaches displaying comprising displaying the 
commands responsive to the user selecting from a menu bar supported by 
automatically-appearing and disappearing context block that contains context-sensitive 
commands, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, lines 2-7 and lines 52-57, modifying the 
toolbar in response to a change in context, and a possible deletion of the toolbar. 

28. With regard to claim 50, which teaches displaying comprises displaying the 
commands within a context pane having a title bar that labels the context pane and a 
controls area that exposes the commands to the user, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, 
line 2, and in figure 4, a dynamic toolbar which has separate title and tool sections. 

29. With regard to claim 51 , which teaches the context pane being non-collapsible, 
Bibayan teaches, in column 4, line 21, the user opening a context pane and a static 
pane by opening a specific application, therefor they are always displayed, the 
reference goes on the not specifically mention collapsing the context pane. 
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30. With regard to claim 52, which teaches that the context pane must be closed by 
the user, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, lines 52-57, that when all applets have been 
terminated the dynamic tool palette display can be terminated, as well. 

31 . With regard to claim 53, which teaches that the user requests the context pane 
be displayed, Bibayan teaches, in column 4, line 21, the user opens a context pane by 
opening a specific application. 

32. With regard to claim 54, which teaches that some of the commands being 
context-sensitive and are disabled if they are out of context, Bibayan teaches, in column 
5, line 45, that if tools are deemed not relevant then the display is modified to not 
include them. 

33. With regard to claim 59, which teaches one or more computer readable 
instructions, which are executed by a computer, Bibayan teaches, in column 4, line 9, 
that the medium is a personal computer. 

34. With regard to claim 80, which teaches, a method of exposing commands in a 
software application comprising: determining a users context by ascertaining a position 
of a user's cursor with in a document provided by the application program, Bibayan 
teaches, in column 4, lines 40-50, the user locating and initiating a command. With 
regard to claim 80, further teaching automatically displaying at least one command on a 
display for the user based on the user's context, Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 45- 
65, the dynamic tool palette display altering its size, shape, and contents in accordance 
with the context of the currently operating applet. 
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Bibayan further teaches a tree based visibility expression in figure 5, and in column 5, 
lines 19-56, where the addition and deletion of elements to the display is effected by 
user interaction with the system, and the corresponding route being followed in the tree 
to determine if a particular element should be added to the display or removed from the 
display. Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a 
command where a tree is evaluated to determine what items should be added or 
deleted, but doesn't specifically (or at least as clear as Samar) teach evaluation for each 
individual expression. Samar teaches a system in which users selection of a particular 
display cause context evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user 
(see column 4, lines 39-45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), but further 
teaches a further evaluation of a tree structure for each particular item a user hovers 
over on the display, displaying the particular item should the user hover over it for a 
specified period of time (see figure 4, and column 5, lines 15-56). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan and Samar 
before him at the time the invention was made to modify the adaptive displayed 
elements of Bibayan, to be displayed selectively (on and individual basis), as did 
Samar. One would have been motivated to make such a combination because this 
provides a more adapted display. 

35. With regard to claim 81 and 89, which teach automatically removing commands 
from the display responsive to a change in user context, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, 
line 45, that if tools are deemed not relevant then the display is modified to not include 
them. 
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36. With regard to claims 84 and 92, which teach executing a command without 
requiring any action from a user other than selecting the command, Bibayan teaches, in 
column 4, line 53, an active toolbar where commands can be selected (executed) at any 
time. 

37. With regard to claims 85 and 93, which teach the context pertaining to various 
tasks that the user may attempt to accomplish, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, line 2, the 
context modified with tool functions, which apply to the currently running folder. 

38. With regard to claims 86 and 94, which teach that the context pertains to one or 
more of: a type of document, and a state of a document, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, 
line 2, the context modified with tool functions which apply to the currently running 
folder. 

39. With regard to claim 87, which teaches displaying being independent of a user 
selecting any displayed menu item, Bibayan teaches, in column 5, line 2, that 
modification is based on context changes. 

40. With regard to claim 88, which teaches, a method of exposing commands in a 
software application comprising: determining a users context by ascertaining a position 
of a user's cursor with in a document provided by the application program, Bibayan 
teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a command. With 
regard to claim 88, further teaching automatically displaying at least one command on a 
display for the user based on the user's context, Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 45- 
65, the dynamic tool palette display altering its size, shape, and contents in accordance 
with the context of the currently operating applet. With regard to claim 88, further 
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teaching determining the user context being independent of the selection of a menu 
item, Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 45-65, the display being dependent on the 
context of an applet, not dependent on the user selecting any displayed menu item. 
Bibayan further teaches a tree based visibility expression in figure 5, and in column 5, 
lines 19-56, where the addition and deletion of elements to the display is effected by 
user interaction with the system, and the corresponding route being followed in the tree 
to determine if a particular element should be added to the display or removed from the 
display. Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a 
command where a tree is evaluated to determine what items should be added or 
deleted, but doesn't specifically (or at least as clear as Samar) teach evaluation for each 
individual expression. Samar teaches a system in which users selection of a particular 
display cause context evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user 
(see column 4, lines 39-45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), but further 
teaches a further evaluation of a tree structure for each particular item a user hovers 
over on the display, displaying the particular item should the user hover over it for a 
specified period of time (see figure 4, and column 5, lines 15-56). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan and Samar 
before him at the time the invention was made to modify the adaptive displayed 
elements of Bibayan, to be displayed selectively (on and individual basis), as did 
Samar. One would have been motivated to make such a combination because this 
provides a more adapted display. 
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41. Claims 3, 4, 12, 13, 41, 42. 45, 49, 56, 57, 82, 83, 90, and 91 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bibayan, Samar, and Meyer et al., Patent 
# 5,742,504, hereinafter Meyer. 

42. With regard to claims 3 and 4, Bibayan and Samar teach a system for displaying 
a dynamic toolbar for an application program (see Bibayan, column 1, line 17), but 
doesn't teach it being a document-centric program, that displaying does not obscure the 
document in which the user is working, and that the command is displayed in a 
modeless fashion in which the user can continue to work in the document while the 
command is displayed. Meyer teaches a system for displaying a dynamic toolbar 
similar to that of Bibayan and Samar, but further teaches a document-centric format, 
and that displaying does not obscure a document (see figure 3). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan, Samar, and 
Meyer before him at the time the invention was made to modify the dynamic toolbar 
system of Bibayan and Samar to include the document-centric format and the display of 
this toolbar to be non-obtrusive, as did Meyer. One would have been motivated to 
make such a combination because having the ability to work with in a document while 
displaying all the toolbar options allows the user to use the toolbar options without 
obscuring the document. 

43. With regard to claim 12, Bibayan teaches a system for determining a users 
context, displaying a dynamic toolbar for an application program (see column 1, line 17), 
automatically removing said command responsive to a change in context (see column 
5, line 45), and the display being dependent on the context of an applet, not necessarily 
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dependent on the user selecting any displayed menu item (see column 1, lines 24-30, 
column 4, lines 45-65, and column 5, lines 19-32), but doesn't teach that the command 
is displayed in a modeless fashion in which the user can continue to work in the 
document while the command is displayed. Meyer teaches a system for displaying a 
dynamic toolbar similar to that of Bibayan, but further teaches the toolbar being 
displayed in a non-intrusive manner (see figure 3). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan and Meyer before him at the 
time the invention was made to modify the dynamic toolbar system of Bibayan to 
include the display of this toolbar to be non-intrusive, as did Meyer. One would have 
been motivated to make such a combination because having the ability to work within a 
document while displaying all the toolbar options allows the user to use the toolbar 
options without obscuring the document. Bibayan further teaches a tree based visibility 
expression in figure 5, and in column 5, lines 19-56, where the addition and deletion of 
elements to the display is effected by user interaction with the system, and the 
corresponding route being followed in the tree to determine if a particular element 
should be added to the display or removed from the display. Bibayan teaches, in 
column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a command where a tree is 
evaluated to determine what items should be added or deleted, but doesn't specifically 
(or at least as clear as Samar) teach evaluation for each individual expression. Samar 
teaches a system in which users selection of a particular display cause context 
evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user (see column 4, lines 39- 
45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), but further teaches a further 
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evaluation of a tree structure for each particular itenn a user hovers over on the display, 
displaying the particular item should the user hover over it for a specified period of time 
(see figure 4, and column 5, lines 15-56). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan, Meyer, and Samar before him at the 
time the invention was made to modify the adaptive displayed elements of Bibayan and 
Meyer, to be displayed selectively (on and individual basis), as did Samar. One would 
have been motivated to make such a combination because this provides a more 
adapted display. 

44. With regard to claim 13, which teaches determining comprises ascertaining a 
position of a user's cursor with in a document provided by the application program and 
ascertaining a user's selection within a document provided by the application program 
Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a command, 
but doesn't specifically teach the position of the cursor alone determining the user 
context. Samar teaches a system in which users selection of a particular display cause 
context evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user (see column 4, 
lines 39-45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), but further teaches, in 
column 4, lines 39-45, the point of interest being determined by a pointer or cursor 
positioned by a user over the item of interest. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan, Meyer, and Samar before him 
at the time the invention was made to modify context sensitive display system of 
Bibayan and Meyer to adapt based on a cursor position as did Samar. One would have 
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been motivated to make such a combination because changing of the display based on 
the users cursor changes the item of focus without having to make a selection. 

45. With regard to claim 41 , Bibayan teaches a system for determining a users 
context, displaying a dynamic toolbar for an application program (see column 1, line 17), 
but doesn't teach a title bar area containing a display button configured to enable a 
menu associated with the context block. Meyer teaches a system for displaying a 
dynamic toolbar similar to that of Bibayan, but further teaches the toolbar containing a 
menu that is associated with a context block. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan, Samar, and Meyer before him 
at the time the invention was made to modify dynamic toolbar system of Bibayan and 
Samar to include the display of this menu bar, as did Meyer. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because the use of a menu bar in a toolbar can 
add a sub-menu with added functionality. 

46. With regard to claim 42, which teaches a menu button that contains links to one 
or more context panes, each comprising additional context sensitive information, Meyer 
further teaches, in column 4, line 64 through column 5, line 16, menu buttons that open 
additional context-sensitive panes. 

47. With regard to claim 45, Bibayan teaches a system for determining a users 
context, displaying a dynamic toolbar for an application program (see column 1, line 17), 
and for automatically removing said command responsive to a change in context (see 
column 5, line 45), but doesn't teach that the command is displayed in a modeless 
fashion in which the user can continue to work in the document while the command is 
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displayed. Meyer teaches a system for displaying a dynamic toolbar similar to that of 
Bibayan, but further teaches the toolbar being displayed in a non-intrusive manner (see 
figure 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Bibayan, Samar, and Meyer before him at the time the invention was made 
to modify the dynamic toolbar system of Bibayan and Samar to include the display of 
this toolbar to be non-intrusive, as did Meyer. One would have been motivated to make 
such a combination because having the ability to work with in a document while 
displaying all the toolbar options allows the user to use the toolbar options without 
obscuring the document. 

48. With regard to claim 49, Bibayan teaches, in column 1, lines 17-22, a display of a 
toolbar containing dynamically data in accordance with the context of the environment 
or the currently operating application program; however, he fails to teach displaying the 
commands in a modeless manner. Meyer teaches a system for displaying a dynamic 
toolbar similar to that of Bibayan and Samar, but further teaches displaying commands 
in a modeless manner (see figure 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan, Samar, and Meyer before him at the time 
the invention was made to modify the Dynamic toolbar system of Bibayan and Samar to 
include the display of this toolbar to be non-obtrusive, as did Meyer. One would have 
been motivated to make such a combination because having the ability to work with in a 
document while displaying all the toolbar options allows the user to use the toolbar 
options without obscuring the document. 
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49. With regard to claims 56 and 57, Bibayan teaches, in column 1, lines 17-22, a 
display of a toolbar containing dynamically data in accordance with the context of the 
environment or the currently operating application program, however, he fails to teach a 
help feature accessible via and icon on the title bar and this help being displayed in a 
modeless fashion. Meyer teaches a system for displaying a dynamic toolbar similar to 
that of Bibayan, but further teaches displaying a help command in a modeless fashion 
(see column 21 , line 65 and figure 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan, Samar, and Meyer before him at the 
time the invention was made to modify the dynamic toolbar system of Bibayan and 
Samar to include the display of a help icon in the toolbar in a modeless fashion. One 
would have been motivated to make such a combination because having the ability to 
access a help command with out moving or minimizing screens has a time saving 
benefit. 

50. With regard to claims 82, 83, 90, and 91, Bibayan teaches a system for 
displaying a dynamic toolbar for an application program (see column 1, line 17), but 
doesn't teach it being a document-centric program, that displaying does not obscure the 
document in which the user is working, and that the command is displayed in a 
modeless fashion in which the user can continue to work in the document while the 
command is displayed. Meyer teaches a system for displaying a dynamic toolbar 
similar to that of Bibayan and Samar, but further teaches a document-centric format, 
and that displaying does not obscure a document (see figure 3). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan, Samar, and 
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Meyer before him at the time the invention was made to modify the dynamic toolbar 
system of Bibayan and Samar to include the document-centric format and the display of 
this toolbar to be non-obtrusive, as did Meyer. One would have been motivated to 
make such a combination because having the ability to work with in a document while 
displaying all the toolbar options allows the user to use the toolbar options without 
obscuring the document. 

51. Claim 58 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bibayan, 
Samar, and Powers, III et al.. Patent # 5,602,996, hereinafter Powers. 

52. With regard to claim 58, Bibayan teaches, in column 1, lines 17-22, a display of a 
toolbar containing dynamic data in accordance with the context of the environment or 
the currently operating application program; however, he fails to teach multiple context 
panes stackable in a queue. Powers teaches a method of handling panes similar to that 
of Bibayan and Samar, but further teaches, in column 3, lines 9-35, overlapping 
windows that can contain button functions, layering on top of one another in which only 
the top window of the stack is active. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art, having the teachings of Bibayan, Samar, and Powers before him at the time 
the invention was made to modify the display of toolbars containing dynamic data of 
Bibayan and Samar to contain the hierarchical organization as did Powers. One would 
have been motivated to make such a combination because ordering of window is 
important to make sure that secondary functions of a previous context are implemented 
before moving into a different context. 
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53. Claims 69-79 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baer et al., Patent # 6,61 1 ,840, hereinafter Baer, Meyer, Bibayan, and Samar. 

54. With regard to claim 69, Baer teaches a computer system comprising a single 
application program comprising a single navigable window, further teaching multiple 
different functionalities to which the single navigable window can be navigated by a user 
(see figures 8-21, column 2, lines 14-21, column 45, lines 45-50, and column 49, lines 
13-22), but doesn't teach a context sensitive command area for navigating the windows 
or a single application program configured to automatically change command sets that 
are presented to the user, or that commands are displayed independent of the user 
selecting a displayed menu item. Meyer teaches a dynamic windowing environment 
similar to that of Baer but further teaches, in column 21 , line 65 through column 22, line 

1 1 , a context sensitive toolbar with volatile elements that only appear in specific context, 
and in column 21, line 65 through column 22, line 60, that volatile buttons, that appear 
only in a specific context, are linked to a specific window or sub window that is visible 
and no where states that it is dependent on a selection of a menu item. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Baer and Meyer 
before him at the time the invention was made to modify the windowing environment of 
Baer to include the dynamic command areas as did Meyer, and the displayed 
commands being dependent on the specific context of the window (see column 21 , line 
65 through column 22, line 11). One would have been motivated to make such a 
combination because dynamic command areas provide useful functions that can be 
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preformed on the live document, while omitting non-applicable tools. Baer and Meyer, 
however don't specifically teach a tree based visibility expression that defines conditions 
of interaction. Bibayan teaches a system in which a adaptive display is provided to a 
user to supply context sensitive material to the user (see column 1 , lines 50-63, column 
2, lines 12-22, and column 4, lines 45-55), similar to that of Baer and Meyer, but further 
teaches a tree based visibility expression in figure 5, and in column 5, lines 19-56, 
where the addition and deletion of elements to the display is effected by user interaction 
with the system, and the corresponding route being followed in the tree to determine if a 
particular element should be added to the display or removed from the display. Bibayan 
teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a command where a 
tree is evaluated to determine what items should be added or deleted, but doesn't 
specifically (or at least as clear as Samar) teach evaluation for each individual 
expression. Samar teaches a system in which users selection of a particular display 
cause context evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user (see 
column 4, lines 39-45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), similar to that of 
Baer, Meyer, and Bibayan, but further teaches a further evaluation of a tree structure for 
each particular item a user hovers over on the display, displaying the particular item 
should the user hover over it for a specified period of time (see figure 4, and column 5, 
lines 15-56). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Baer, Meyer, Bibayan, and Samar before him at the time the invention 
was made to modify the adaptive displayed elements of Baer, Meyer, and Bibayan, to 
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be displayed selectively (on and individual basis), as did Samar. One would have been 
nnotivated to nnake such a combination because this provides a more adapted display. 

55. With regard to claim 70, which teaches the single application program configured 
to provide navigation instrumentalities associated with the window, and these 
functionalities being configured for use, Baer further teaches in figures 8-21, navigating 
between different functionalities through the use of navigation buttons such as HOME, 
REGISTER LOGIN, LIBRARY, and HELP. 

56. With regard to claim 71 , which teaches that the navigation instrumentalities 
comprises links associated with each different functionalities, Baer further teaches in 
figures 8-21 , navigating between different functionalities through the use of navigation 
buttons which contain links to different pages such as HOME, REGISTER LOGIN, 
LIBRARY, and HELP. 

57. With regard to claim 72, which teaches one of he navigation instrumentalities 
comprising browser-like navigation buttons to navigate a window between different 
functionalities, Baer teaches, in figures 8-21 and in column 2, lines 14-21 , a web based 
browser system, having embedded links to related pages. 

58. With regard to claim 73, with teaches multiple different functionalities comprising 
document-centric functionalities, Baer teaches, in figures 8-21 and in column 2, lines 
14-21 , a web based browser system, which is document centered. 

59. With regard to claim 74, Baer teaches a computer system comprising a single 
application program, further teaching multiple different functionalities to which the single 
navigable window can be navigated by a user (see figures 8-21 , column 2, lines 14-21 , 
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column 45, lines 45-50, and column 49, lines 13-22) and incorporating different 
functionalities in an extensible manner so that the user can use the single navigable 
window to navigate to the different functionalities (see figures 8-21 column 45, lines 45- 
50, and column 49, lines 13-22), but doesn't teach a context sensitive command area 
for navigating the windows or a single application program configured to automatically 
change command sets that are presented to the user, or a toolbar that is context 
sensitive and not dependent on a menu selection. Meyer teaches a dynamic windowing 
environment similar to that of Baer but further teaches, in column 21 , line 65 through 
column 22, line 11, a context sensitive toolbar with volatile elements that only appear in 
specific context, and the displayed commands being dependent on the specific context 
of the window, not a menu selection (see column 21, line 65 through column 22, line 
11). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art, having the teachings 
of Baer and Meyer before him at the time the invention was made to modify the 
windowing environment of Baer to include the dynamic command areas as did Meyer. 
One would have been motivated to make such a combination because dynamic 
command areas provide useful functions that can be preformed on the live document, 
while omitting none applicable tools. Baer and Meyer, however don't specifically teach 
a tree based visibility expression that defines conditions of interaction. Bibayan teaches 
a system in which a adaptive display is provided to a user to supply context sensitive 
material to the user (see column 1, lines 50-63, column 2, lines 12-22, and column 4, 
lines 45-55), similar to that of Baer and Meyer, but further teaches a tree based visibility 
expression in figure 5, and in column 5, lines 19-56, where the addition and deletion of 
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elements to the display is effected by user interaction with the system, and the 
corresponding route being followed in the tree to determine if a particular element 
should be added to the display or removed from the display. Bibayan teaches, in 
column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a command where a tree is 
evaluated to determine what items should be added or deleted, but doesn't specifically 
(or at least as clear as Samar) teach evaluation for each individual expression. Samar 
teaches a system in which users selection of a particular display cause context 
evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user (see column 4, lines 39- 
45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), similar to that of Baer, Meyer, and 
Bibayan, but further teaches a further evaluation of a tree structure for each particular 
item a user hovers over on the display, displaying the particular item should the user 
hover over it for a specified period of time (see figure 4, and column 5, lines 15-56). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Baer, Meyer, Bibayan, and Samar before him at the time the invention was made to 
modify the adaptive displayed elements of Baer, Meyer, and Bibayan, to be displayed 
selectively (on and individual basis), as did Samar. One would have been motivated to 
make such a combination because this provides a more adapted display. 
60. With regard to claim 75, which teaches the single application program configured 
to provide navigation instrumentalities associated with the window, and these 
functionalities being configured for use, Baer further teaches in figures 8-21 , navigating 
between different functionalities through the use of navigation buttons such as HOME, 
REGISTER LOGIN, LIBRARY, and HELP. 
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61. With regard to claim 76, which teaches that the navigation instrumentalities 
comprise links associated with each different functionalities, Baer further teaches in 
figures 8-21, navigating between different functionalities through the use of navigation 
buttons which contain links to different pages such as HOME, REGISTER LOGIN, 
LIBRARY, and HELP. 

62. With regard to claim 77, which teaches one of he navigation instrumentalities 
comprising browser-like navigation buttons to navigate a window between different 
functionalities, Baer teaches, in figures 8-21 and in column 2, lines 14-21, a web based 
browser system, having embedded links to related pages. 

63. With regard to claim 78, Baer teaches a computer method, further teaching 
multiple different functionalities to which the single navigable window can be navigated 
by a user (see figures 8-21 , column 2, lines 14-21, column 45, lines 45-50, and column 
49, lines 13-22), receiving user input to indicate a selection of a particular functionality 
(see column 45, line 51), and incorporating different functionalities in an extensible 
manner so that the user can use the single navigable window to navigate to the different 
functionalities (see figures 8-21 column 45, lines 45-50, and column 49, lines 13-22), 
but doesn't teach a context sensitive command area for navigating the windows or a 
single application program configured to automatically change command sets that are 
presented to the user, or that commands are displayed independent of the user 
selecting a displayed menu item. Meyer teaches a dynamic windowing environment 
similar to that of Baer but further teaches, in column 21 , line 65 through column 22, line 
1 1 , a context sensitive toolbar with volatile elements that only appear in specific context, 
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and the displayed commands being dependent on the specific context of the window 
(see column 21 , line 65 through column 22, line 11). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Baer and Meyer before him at the 
time the invention was made to modify the windowing environment of Baer to include 
the dynamic command areas as did Meyer. One would have been motivated to make 
such a combination because dynamic command areas provide useful functions that can 
be preformed on the live document, while omitting none applicable tools. Baer and 
Meyer, however don't specifically teach a tree based visibility expression that defines 
conditions of interaction. Bibayan teaches a system in which a adaptive display is 
provided to a user to supply context sensitive material to the user (see column 1 , lines 
50-63, column 2, lines 12-22, and column 4, lines 45-55), similar to that of Baer and 
Meyer, but further teaches a tree based visibility expression in figure 5, and in column 5, 
lines 19-56, where the addition and deletion of elements to the display is effected by 
user interaction with the system, and the corresponding route being followed in the tree 
to determine if a particular element should be added to the display or removed from the 
display. Bibayan teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a 
command where a tree is evaluated to determine what items should be added or 
deleted, but doesn't specifically (or at least as clear as Samar) teach evaluation for each 
individual expression. Samar teaches a system in which users selection of a particular 
display cause context evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user 
(see column 4, lines 39-45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), similar to that 
of Baer, Meyer, and Bibayan, but further teaches a further evaluation of a tree structure 
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for each particular item a user hovers over on the display, displaying the particular item 
should the user hover over it for a specified period of time (see figure 4, and column 5, 
lines 15-56). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Baer, Meyer, Bibayan, and Samar before him at the time the invention 
was made to modify the adaptive displayed elements of Baer, Meyer, and Bibayan, to 
be displayed selectively (on and individual basis), as did Samar. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because this provides a more adapted display. 

64. With regard to claim 79, which teaches automatically removing said a least one 
command from the display responsive to change in the user's context, Mayer further 
teaches, in column 22, line 5, volatile buttons appearing only in specific contexts. 

65. Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bibayan, 
Samar, and Baer. 

66. With regard to claim 44, Bibayan and Samar teach a method of displaying 
dynamic toolbars responsive to user context, but doesn't teach a command display 
being defined in HTML. Baer teaches a windowing environment similar to that of 
Bibayan and Samar, but further teaches, the system being Internet based (HTML). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Bibayan, Samar, and Baer before him at the time the invention was made to modify the 
dynamic toolbars of Bibayan to be used in an Internet environment. One would have 
been motivated to make such a combination because use of the dynamic toolbar in a 
browser will allow for easier navigation through the Internet. 
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67. Claim 55 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bibayan, 
Samar, and Gayraud et al., Patent # 5,436,637, hereinafter Gayraud. 

68. With regard to claim 55, Bibayan and Samar teach a method of displaying 
dynamic toolbars responsive to user context, but doesn't teach context panes including 
context sensitive information. Gayraud teaches a windowing environment similar to that 
of Bibayan and Samar, but further teaches, a help feature for toolbars in which info is 
displayed when a users mouse moves over an icon (see column 3, lines 45-55). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Bibayan, Samar, and Gayraud before him at the time the invention was made to modify 
the method of displaying dynamic toolbars of Bibayan and Samar to include the help 
feature of Gayraud. One would have been motivated to make such a combination 
because hints for tools can help a user to be able to make sense of a complex set of 
toolbar icons. 

Response to Arguments 

69. The arguments filed on 5-1-2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Reasons set forth below. 

70. The applicants' argue that there is no motivation to combine the Bibayan and 
Samar references. 
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71 . In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). 

72. To further response to applicants argument the examiner respectfully submits 
that Bibayan and Samar teach similar dynamic toolbars that change their contents 
based on the current context of the mouse position. Such a current context 
determination frequently done in the art by recognizing a change in the active window, 
initiated by a mouse selection, or a mouse over of a particular element. 

Specifically: 

- Bibayan teaches a "dynamic tool palette" that adds and subtracts elements to 
change the display in accordance with the current context environment (see column 1 , 
lines 14-21 and column 2, lines 12-22). 

- Samar teaches a menu of related items is presented to a user based on the 
current context of a screen pointer (see column 4, lines 39-45 and column 9, lines 30- 
35). 
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73. The applicants' argue that the office has failed to establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness with respect to this claim and the combination of these references fails to 
teach all of the claim's recited features. 

74. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Bibayan teaches 
a tree based visibility expression in figure 5, and in column 5, lines 19-56, where the 
addition and deletion of elements to the display is effected by user interaction with the 
system, and the corresponding route being followed in the tree to determine if a 
particular element should be added to the display or removed from the display. Bibayan 
teaches, in column 4, lines 40-44, the user locating and initiating a command where a 
tree is evaluated to determine what items should be added or deleted, but doesn't 
specifically (or at least as clear as Samar) teach evaluation for each individual 
expression. Samar teaches a system in which users selection of a particular display 
cause context evaluation and further provides and additional display to a user (see 
column 4, lines 39-45, column 9, lines 30-34, and figures 6a and 6b), but further 
teaches a further evaluation of a tree structure for each particular item a user hovers 
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over on the display, displaying the particular item should the user hover over it for a 
specified period of time (see figure 4, and column 5, lines 15-56). 

75. This particular display of Bibayan and Samar is in the form of a decision tree 
used to evaluate when items need to be visually added to the display or visually 
removed from the display. 

Conclusion 

76. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

77. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

78. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis G. Bonshock whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4047. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 6:30 a.m. - 4:00 
p.m. 
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79. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

80. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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